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In June 1925 a number of States, including the
Great Powers, met at a conference convened by the
League of Nations and signed a Protocol in which
they agreed to the prohibition in war of 'asphyxiat-
ing, poisonous, or other gases, and of all analogous
liquids, materials, or devices'. In September 1939
Germany announced that she would observe the
Protocol of 1925 subject to reciprocity. So far she
has done so.
Reprisals
The essence of reprisals is that if one belligerent
deliberately violates the accepted rules of warfare
then the other belligerent, for the sake of protecting
himself, may resort by way of retaliation to
measures which, in ordinary circumstances, would
be illegal. Thus a soldier who shoots at the enemy
who is attacking him is not committing an act of
reprisal because it is always lawful to shoot the
enemy: on the other hand, the destruction of a
village because a soldier has been killed in it by a
civilian is an act of reprisal, as such destruction
would not otherwise be justifiable.
It has occasionally been said that no acts of re-
prisal are ever justifiable because two wrongs cannot
make a right. The answer is that one wrongful act
can make the other act rightful. International Law
is therefore correct when it speaks of the right to
reprisal. This right has been exercised by nearly all
belligerents in nearly all wars, so that, whether we
like it or not, we cannot close our eyes to its existence.
In the last war the British Government exercised
the right of reprisal on three major occasions. In